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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-6, 9, 12, & 14-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Okuniewicz (US Patent Number 6,585,589) in view of Quinn (US Patent Number 
3,688,276). 

Claim 1: Okuniewicz teaches device for paying out a bonus (Col 1 , 43-46) to a player 
playing a gaming machine. (Fig 1) There is a gaming machine (Slot Machine). The 
gaming machine obviously contains a processor for implementing a game of chance 
(including video poker) and paying off according to matching symbols. (Col 1 , 20) There 
is a dispensing unit (Lottery Terminal). Since Okuniewicz teaches that the dispensing 
unit may dispense a ticket when a preset amount of coins are inserted (Col 3, 46-53), 
there must be a numeric coimter for counting the number of coins placed in said gaming 
machine that counts coins until a ticket is generated. Okuniewicz does not teach visually 
displaying to the player the number of coins needed to generate a ticket or the number of 
coins inserted by the player. Nor does Okuniewicz teach resetting the counted coins to 
zero once a ticket is generated. These are common functions on virtually any modern 
vending machine. 

Quinn, which is also a lottery ticket dispenser, teaches visually displaying to the 
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player the number of coins needed to generate a ticket and the number of coins inserted 
by the player as well as resetting the counted coins to zero once a ticket is generated. 
(Fig 1) Such a visible meter allows the player to know how much money he must insert 
and how much money he has inserted. Clearing the counter lets the player know that if 
he wants another ticket, he has to put in more money. These features add to user 
convenience and are, as previously pointed out, extremely well known. It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have 
modified Okuniewicz in view of Quirm to visually display to the player the number of 
coins needed to generate a ticket and the number of coins inserted by the player as well as 
to reset the counted coins to zero once a ticket is generated in order to add to player 
convenience. 

Claims 2-4: Okuniewicz teaches that the dispensing unit may be a retrofit unit for a slot 

machine (Col 3, 1-4). Okuniewicz teaches that the dispensing unit could be attached to 

the gaming machine externally (i.e., side-mounted) or mounted internally. (Col 4, 63-66) 

Claim 5: The gaming machine may include video poker machines (Col 3, 36-42). Video 

bingo games and video keno games are disclosed as equivalents. 

Claim 6: The dispensing unit is a self-contained unit that does not affect play or 

outcome of said gaming machine. (Col 4, 35-43) 

Claims 9, 14: Okuniewicz dispenses lottery tickets. (Abstract) 

Claims 12, 17: Claim 12 is a combination of claims 1 & 5. Claim 17 is a subset of claim 
1. 

Claim 15: Okuniewicz teaches holding a drawing to determine a winner of said ticket. 
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Claim 16: Okuniewicz teaches the lottery ticket may be for the Big Game. In the Big 
Game, a bonus prize is generated from a percentage of total coins placed into all 
participating gaming machines (i.e., a percentage of money used to buy game tickets). 
3. Claims 7, 8, 1 1, 13 & 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Okuniewicz and Quinn as applied to claim 1,12 above, and further in view of Castellano et al. 
(US Patent Number 5,477952). 

Claims 7, 13: Okuniewicz and Quinn teach the invention substantially as claimed. Both 
contain coin counters, but do not give details of the operation thereof Okuniewicz 
bonuses a player based on number of coins played (Col 3, 51) but does not teach that the 
numeric counter counts coin pulses off of the gaming machine's hard meter. Castellano 
teaches the method of operation of the coin counters. Castellano teaches that the numeric 
counter (12) counts coin pulses off of the gaming machine's hard meter (52). It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to have 
modified Okuniewicz and Quinn in view of Castellano to have the numeric counter count 
coin pulses off of the gaming machine's hard meter in order to carry out Okuniewicz and 
Quinn' s suggestion to count the coins entered by the player. 

Claim 8: Okuniewicz and Quinn teach the invention substantially as claimed. Neither 
specifically discloses that the numeric counter can count various coin denominations. 
Castellano specifically teaches discloses that the numeric counter can count various coin 
denominations. (Fig 1, 21-24) Allowing players to use more than one denomination 
makes it convenient for the player to put more money in the slot machine. This increases 
profits. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
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invention to have modified Okuniewicz and Quinn in view of Castellano to have the 
numeric counter can count various coin denominations in order to make it convenient for 
the player to put more money in the slot machine. 

Claims 11, 18: Okuniewicz teaches that the benefit of the device is the ability to change 
the criteria for generating a ticket. (Col 3, 1-9) The LIB is a remote unit (i.e., a separate 
module) for changing the number of coins necessary to generate said ticket. 

Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 30 November 2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

5. Applicant argues that Okuniewicz teaches a bonusing system that is random and based on 
an event that occurs at the slot machine. Yet Okuniewicz clearly indicates that the random event 
on the slot machine that cause the dispensing of a ticket may be the payment of a preset amount 
of coin in. (Col 3, 46-53) This is precisely the invention described by Applicant. If the preset 
number is $20, then when this amount is placed in the machine, the machine will dispense a 
ticket. The event could also be hitting a predetermined reel combination or attaining a certain 
level of game play. 

6. It is clear from the description that by "random", Okuniewicz is talking about the random 
drawing for the lottery prize. (See Col 1, 55-60.) This does not suggest that the ticket should be 
awarded as a surprise to the player as Applicant suggests. 

It is commonplace to notify the player when to expect a prize to be awarded. If, for 
instance, the ticket was to be dispensed upon the achievement of a certain combination on the 
reels, the paytable could be expected to list this as a winning combination. It is well known in 
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the art that players like to know when they are going to win. In fact, this is the norm. For well 
over 100 years, slot machines have included paytables to notify the player when to expect a prize 
to be awarded. Furthermore, it has been known for at least 70 years that having a counter that 
tells a player when a payout is going to occur keeps players playing the machine. (See the Mills 
Futurity Slot Machine described on page 162 of the Fey reference supplied to Applicant in the 
previous office action.) In light of the foregoing, Examiner cannot agree that alerting the player 
to when a ticket will be dispensed would destroy Okuniewicz. 

7. Applicant argues that there is no reason combine Okuniewicz and Quinn. Okuniewicz 
says that the lottery tickets may be dispensed when a certain amount of money is put into the 
machine. Quirm teaches dispensing a ticket when a certain amount of money is put into a 
machine. As noted above, telling players when they may expect a prize is the norm in the slot 
machine art. Quirm teaches a meter for displaying the number of coins needed - thus telling the 
player when he may expect a prize (i.e., a ticket). 

8. Applicant argues that there is no reason to combine Okuniewicz, Quinn and Castellano. 
Castellano teaches the internal structure of every modem slot machine (i.e., hard meters to keep 
track of the number of coins deposited in the slot machine). While Examiner could have said 
that the hard meters were inherent in the slot machine of Okuniewicz, Examiner felt that it was 
better to use a reference that explicitly teaches the feature. 

Conclusion 

9. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Clarke (US Patent Number 4,669,731) is a slot machine with visible counters that 
awards a prize when a certain number of coins have been deposited. 
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10. This is an RCE of applicant's earlier Application No. 09/993,067. All claims are drawn 
to the same invention claimed in the earlier application and could have been finally rejected on 
the grounds and art of record in the next Office action if they had been entered in the earlier 
application. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL even though it is a first action in 
this case. See MPEP § 706.07(b). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

1 1 . Since adding limitations drawn to features (i.e., a processor to implement the game of 
chance, etc.) that are well known to be inherent to the slot machine/video poker machine of 
Okuniewicz cannot be said to advance prosecution, finality is proper. 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated fi-om the mailing date of the advisory action. In no, however, 
event will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of 
this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications fi"om the 
examiner should be directed to Corbett B. Cobum whose telephone number is (571) 272-4447. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8-5:30, Monday-Friday, alternate Fridays off 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Cheryl J. Tyler can be reached on (571) 272-4834. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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